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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8, 10-18, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Florance et al. (US 2002/0065739 A1 ) in view of Mukundan et al (US 
6,907,451 B1). 

As to claim 1, Florance et al show a persistence layer (Fig.1 , A16) that stores a 
plurality of properties in a computer-readable storage medium (paragraph 425 
"...memory means for storing data..."); 

an application layer that offers services to applications having a variable 
dependent on one of the plurality of properties (Fig.1 A14 where an application such as 
the market analytics application would be dependent on a plurality of properties), the 
services being offered through an application programming interface provided by the 
application layer, the services including notifying an application having a variable 
dependent on a particular property when a notification of an update for the particular 
property is received (paragraph 52 where updates are sent to clients); and 

a interface layer that accepts user input to update properties stored by the 
persistence layer (Fig.73), wherein the interface layer notifies the application layer of the 
update for the particular property (paragraph 54). 
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As to claim 2, Mukundal et al show an application class including a property 
listener that receives the notification, the property listener including a list of property 
keys of interest to the application second property listener that can modify variables in 

the second software application without having to restart the second software 
application (col.42-43 lines 60-9 where "marked fields" are considered to be keys of 
interest). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Florance et al and incorporate the method of Mukundal et al since the claimed invention 
is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element 
merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination 
were predictable. 

As to claim 3, Mukundal et al show an application layer that maintains a lookup 
table that records, for each of a plurality of property keys, a list of property listeners that 
have registered with the application layer to listen for that property key (col.41 lines 13- 
26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Florance et al and incorporate the method of Mukundal et al since the claimed invention 
is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element 
merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination 
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were predictable. 

As to claims 4 and 5, Florance et al show application class of a middleware 
application (Fig.1 where database application is considered middleware). 

As to claim 6, Florance et al show application layer being contained within a 
common project within middleware (Fig.1). 

As to claim 7, Mukundal et al show application layer being contained in a client 
JAVA file (col .4, lines 52-59). 

As to claim 8, Mukundal et al show dynamic link library (Fig.1 3 wtiere runtime 
library is considered dynamic link library). 

As to claims 10, 11, 14 and 16, Florance et al show displaying of property 
information (paragraph 148 where the type of information is considered non-functional 
descriptive language and thus is not given patentable weight). 

As to claims 12, 13 and 15, Florance et al show accepting user input to update 
property information (Fig.1). 

As to claim 17, Florance et al show interface layer comprising a web interface 
layer (Fig .2). 

As to claim 18, it is old and well known in the art to display information in a 
searchable format. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to incorporate the feature of searchable display of information since it is merely a 
combination of old elements. 

As to claims 21 and 22, Florance et al show accepting, into an interface layer of 
a property-manager system, user input to update a first property stored in a computer- 
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readable storage mediunn, the first property including a name- value pair (Fig.1); 
in response to accepting the user input, notifying an application layer of the system of 
the updated first property, the application layer offering services to applications that 
have a variable dependent on the first property, the services being offered through an 
application programming interface provided by the application layer, the services 
including notifying an application having a variable dependent on a particular property 
when an update for the particular property is received (paragraph 52); and 
in response to the application layer being notified of the updated first property, notifying 
an application having a variable dependent on the first property of the updated first 
property, wherein the notifying the application is performed by the application layer 
(paragraph 54). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed June 18, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Contrary to applicant's assertions, Florence et al teach "notifying an 
application having a variable dependent on a particular property when a notification of 
an update for the particular property is received in paragraph 52 where data updates 
are sent to users. Examiner respectfully disagrees with the assertion that the 
references fail to teach a "computer readable program code executable by a computer." 
Both Florance et al and Mukundan et al inherently teach a computer readable program 
code executable by a computer since their entire invention is based on a software 
application that is executed on a computer. 
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Rejection regarding the 35 U.S.C. 112 second paragraph is withdrawn since the 
language noted in the said rejection has been removed. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VERN CUMARASEGARAN whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3273. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30am- 
5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Vc 

/John G. Weiss/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3629 



